
LODI CITY COUNCIL 
SHIRTSLEEVE SESSION 

CARNEGIE FORUM, 305 WEST PINE STREET 
TUESDAY, JULY 13, 2010  

 

 
An Informal Informational Meeting ("Shirtsleeve" Session) of the Lodi City Council was held 
Tuesday, July 13, 2010, commencing at 7:00 a.m.  
 
Present:    Council Member Hansen, Council Member Johnson, Council Member Mounce, and 
Mayor Katzakian 
Absent:     Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock 
Also Present:    Interim City Manager Bartlam, City Attorney Schwabauer, and City Clerk Johl 
 

 

 
Interim City Manager Rad Bartlam briefly introduced the subject matter of the Insurance Services 
Office (ISO) report regarding the Building and Safety Division. 
 
Building Official Dennis Canright provided a PowerPoint presentation regarding the Community 
Development Building and Safety overview. Specific topics of discussion included the role of the 
Building Department, enforcement of State mandated codes, recent natural disasters, 
earthquakes in Haiti, Mexicali, and Chile, history of seismic events in and around Lodi, ISO 
building code effectiveness grading schedule program, community classification number, 
administration of codes, review of building plans, field inspections, commercial permits, 
residential permits, Lodi classification compared to other communities, benefits of low grade, and 
overview of the Building Department keeping Lodi safe. 
 
In response to Council Member Hansen, Mr. Canright stated the comparative numbers reflect 
other communities within the State of California. 
 
In response to Council Member Johnson, Mr. Canright stated there are community benefits 
across the board for having a 3 rating versus a 7 or 8 rating. 
 
In response to Council Member Mounce, Mr. Canright stated the evaluation is free and ISO 
comes in every five years or so to do an evaluation. 
 
In response to Council Member Mounce, Mr. Canright stated the new requirement mandates all 
new residential developments to have sprinklers. He stated sprinklers will be required for 
renovations if the structure is a complete tear down. 
  
In response to Council Member Hansen, Mr. Canright stated the cost of the sprinklers is 
approximately $3,000, which is nominal compared to the cost of saving lives. He stated insurance 
companies govern codes and want less losses and while there may be water damage from 
sprinklers the overall cost savings with the sprinklers is greater. Mr. Bartlam stated new 
requirements generally stem from specific occurrences and the Southern California fires may 
have contributed to the creation of the new sprinkler requirement. 
 
In response to Council Member Hansen, Mr. Canright stated the grading system is in reverse in 
that a lower number is better than a larger one. 

A. Roll Call by City Clerk

B. Topic(s)

B-1 Receive Presentation on Insurance Services Office Report Regarding the Building and 
Safety Division (CD)
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In response to Council Member Hansen, Mr. Canright stated insurance is primarily based on the 
location of the structure, although some insurance companies may provide discounts or 
incentives for sprinklers and other similar safety features. 
 
In response to Council Member Johnson, Mr. Canright stated retrofitting in Lodi is not required 
unless the hazardous use possibility is increased in a building, supporting walls are knocked 
down, or occupancy is increased. 
 
In response to Council Member Hansen, Mr. Canright stated the Building Division staff tries to 
talk with residents in advance to address any concerns that may be arising at a later date with a 
particular project. 
 
In response to Council Member Hansen, Mr. Canright stated public outreach includes meetings 
with the Chamber of Commerce, developers, and contractors, as well as the public information 
that is made available online and at the counter. 
 
In response to Council Member Hansen, Mr. Canright and Mr. Bartlam stated the ISO number for 
the amount of inspectors the City should have is 10, although the City looks at the overall 
workload and inspection time needs. 
 
In response to Council Member Hansen, Mr. Canright stated in his experience the developers feel 
positively about the Building Division performing inspection services previously provided by the 
Fire Department because of the efficiency and the single point of contact for the entire process. 
 
In response to Council Member Hansen, Mr. Canright stated the Building Division inspections are 
all up to date. 
 
In response to Council Member Mounce, Mr. Canright stated the Fire Department does not have 
to perform inspections by appointment only but it may be a time savings to know that someone is 
home. 
  
In response to Council Member Hansen, Mr. Canright stated there are currently two inspectors 
and they are performing approximately 15 to 20 inspections a day. 
 
In response to Council Member Hansen, Mr. Canright stated if the Building Division were to fall 
behind on the inspections there would be an ability to bring in part-time contract persons from a 
firm to assist with the backlog if so desired. 
 
In response to Mayor Katzakian, Mr. Canright stated the sprinkler requirement is nationally based 
and the individual states have adopted the requirement as well. 
 
In response to Mayor Katzakian, Mr. Canright stated the City’s water infrastructure should not 
need to be changed for the sprinkler requirement as there is not that much of an impact of the 
requirement on the City of Lodi. 
 
In response to Mayor Katzakian, Mr. Canright stated in Southern California some insurance 
companies may take into account sprinklers in the home when providing policies. 
 
In response to Council Member Johnson, Mr. Canright stated the biggest challenge for the 
Building Division is disabled access for existing buildings. 
 
In response to Council Member Mounce, Mr. Canright stated there are six different options to the 
cool roof requirement, ventilation is one option, and there are ongoing challenges with that option. 
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In response to Council Member Johnson, Mr. Canright stated California has a tendency to want to 
lead in the industry and regulations in the State have increased by over 500% since the 1990s.  
 
In response to Myrna Wetzel, Mr. Canright stated the aisles in commercial buildings are larger 
due to the disabled access requirements, the proximity of a fire hydrant is irrelevant with respect 
to the new sprinkler requirement, and an existing building remodel may require sprinklers 
depending upon the circumstance.  
 

 
None. 
 

 
No action was taken by the City Council.  The meeting was adjourned at 7:58 a.m.  
 
 

C. Comments by Public on Non-Agenda Items

D. Adjournment

ATTEST:  
 
 
Randi Johl 
City Clerk

Continued July 13, 2010
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AGENDA ITEM B-\ 
CITY OF LODI 
COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

TM 

AGENDA TITLE: Receive Presentation on Insurance Services Office Report Regarding the Building 
and Safety Division 

MEETING DATE: July 13,2010 

PREPARED BY: Community Development Department 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Receive presentation on Insurance Services Office Report regarding 
the Building and Safety Division. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: Due to the recent release of the Insurance Services Offices (ISO) 
evaluation of the Lodi Community Development, Building & Safety 

Division, the Department would like to take the opportunity to explain the evaluation process, results and 
benefits to the City of Lodi. 

. _  

IS0 is an independent statistical, rating, and advisory organization that serves the propertykasualty 
insurance industry. IS0 collects information on a community’s building-code adoption and enforcement 
services, analyzes the data, and then assigns a Building Code Effectiveness Classification from 1 
(highest) to 10 (lowest). The City of Lodi received a score of 3. 

The presentation will demonstrate how current code adoption, IS0 classification, and working with the 
community ensure greater public safety. 

FISCAL IMPACT: Not Applicable 

FUNDING AVAILABLE: Not Applicable 

K o r k ~ f  Bartlam 
Community Development Director 

Attachments 

APPROVED: 



11 1 NORTH CANAL STREET SUITE 950 CHICAGO, IL 60606-7270 

TEL (312) 930-0070 (800) 444-4554 FAX (312) 930-0017 

December 30,2009 

Mi.  Blair King, City Manager 
City of Lodi 
221 West Pine Street 
Lodi, CA 95240 

RE: Building Code Effectiveness Grading Schedule 
Lodi, San Joaquin County, CA 

Dear Mi. King: 

We wish to thank you and Dennis Canright for the cooperation given to our representative, 
Reed Speare, during our recent survey. We have completed our analysis of the building codes 
adopted by your community and the efforts put forth to properly enforce those codes. The resulting 
Building Code Effectiveness Grading Classification is 3 for 1 and 2 family residential property and 
3 for commercial and industrial property. 

The Insurance Services Office, Inc. (ISO) is an insurer-supported organization with the primary 
mission of providing advisory insurance underwriting and rating information to insurers. There is 
no requirement that insurers use our advisory material. Insurers may have adopted, or may be in the 
process of adopting, an IS0 insurance rating program that will provide rating credits to individual 
property insurance policies in recognition of community efforts to mitigate property damage due to 
natural disasters. These insurers may use the Building Code Effectiveness Grading Classification 
we have recently developed for your community as a basis for the credits used. While individual 
insurers may use different credits or different effective dates, the IS0 program will apply credits to 
new construction within Lodi that has been issued a Certificate of Occupancy in the year 2009 and 
forward. 

We have attached a copy of our report which provides additional information about our 
classification process and how we have graded various aspects of your community's building codes 
and their enforcement. 

We want to highlight the fact that the Building Code Effectiveness Grading Schedule is an 
insurance underwriting and information tool; it is not intended to analyze all aspects of a 
comprehensive building code enforcement program nor is it for purposes of determining compliance 
with any state or local law or for making property/casualty loss prevention and life safety 
recommendations. 



If y o ~ ’  have any questions about the Classification that was developed, please let us know. 
.4dditionally, if you are planning on any future changes in your building codes or their enforcement, 
please advise us as these changes may affect our analysis and your comnunity’s grading 
classification. 

Sincerely, 

Building Code Department 
(800) 930-1677 ext. 6208 

Enclosure 

cc: Dennis Canright,Building Official. 221 W. Pine St., Lodi, CA 95240 w/enclosure 
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Jurisdiction: Lodi 
Survey Date: 12/9/2009 

Plan review division: 

County: San Joaquin State: CA 

Consideration is given to determine staffing levels, personnel experience, performance evaluation 
schedules, and the level of review of construction documents for compliance with the adopted 
building code of the jurisdiction being graded. This section represents 23% of the analysis. 

Field inspection: 

Consideration is given to determine staffing levels, personnel experience, performance evaluation 
schedules, and the level of the agency’s review of building construction. This section also represents 
23% of the analysis. 

The information necessary to determine the BCEGSTM classification number was collected from the 
community building officials through a combination of on-site interviews and completed 
questionnaires. 
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Jurisdiction: Lodi 
Survey Date: 12/9/2009 

County: San Joaquin State: CA 

Item 108. Additional Code Adoptions: 

This section reviews the adoption and enforcement of electrical, mechanical, plumbing, energy, and 
wildland urban interface codes. Adopted codes are evaluated by year of publication including 
amendments and enforcement efforts. Table 3-5 details the criteria for earning points under this 
section. 

Table 3-5 Criteria for sub-code adoption points 

If the published date of the listed codes is within 5 years of the date of the grading: 

If the published date of the listed codes is within 6 years of the date of the grading: 

If the published date of the listed codes is within 10 years of the date of the grading: 

0.67 point for each of the five subcodes 

0.33 point for each of the five subcodes 

0.18 point for each of the five subcodes 

if an eariier edition of the iisied codes is adopted: 
0.004 point for each of the five subcodes 
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Jurisdiction: Lod i 
Survey Date: 12/9/2009 

Type of Code Publisher 

County: San Joaquin 

Publication Date 

State: CA 

For departments surveyed in 2007the BCEGSTM program uses the following as the latest edition of 
sub-codes available 

ASH RAE - 
ICC - International Code Council 
IAMPO - 
NFPA - 

American Society of Heating, Refrigeration and Air Conditioning Engineers 

International Association of Mechanical and Plumbing Officials 
National Fire Protection Association 
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Jurisdiction: Lodi 
Survey Date: 12/9/2009 

Type of Code 

Commercial Electrical Code 

Residential Electrical Code 

Commercial Plumbing Code 

Residential Plumbing Code 

Commercial Mechanical Code 

Residential Mechanical Code 

Commercial Fuel Gas Code 

Residentiai Fuei Gas Code 

County: San Joaquin 

Publisher Publication Date Adoption Date 

NFPA 2005 2008 

NFPA 2005 2008 

OTHER 2006 2008 

OTHER 2006 2008 

OTHER 2006 2008 

OTHER 2006 2008 

OTHER 2006 2008 

OTHER 2006 200% 

State: CA 

Commercial Energy Code OTHER 2007 2008 

Residential Energy Code 

Commercial Wildland Urban Code 

Residential Wildland Urban Code 

OTHER 2007 2008 

OTHER 2007 2008 

OTHER 2007 2008 
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Jurisdiction: Lodi 
Survey Date: 12/9/2009 

Low Risk Moderate Risk High Risk 

4 %  510% 10-15% 1520% 20-25% 25-3096 3033% 3540% 4045% 

County: San Joaquin 

Very High 
Risk 

>45% 

State: CA 

0 The Address Profile also provides a street map of the location. 

Given a location, the loss potential from specific perils is represented by various risk scores. Risk 
scores are determined by performing a loss analysis on a typical residential building at that location. 
The analysis is performed using AIRS state-of-the-art modeling technologies. Note that content and 
time element (loss of use) calculations are excluded from the analysis. Based on this analysis of the 
location, AIRProfi/ep provides two sets of scores: 

Relative Risk Scores. In addition to the risk score of a given location, AlWrofi/er also displays the 
location's relative risk by county and state. Relative risk ranks the loss potential of a location with 
respect to the loss potential of other locations in the county or state. The format of the ranking is 
based on percentile values from 10% to 100% percent. 

The AIRProfilep Hurricane Profile provides users with information about the hurricane risk potential 
for a specific location. Risk scores for 100-year, 250-year and annual average losses, as well as 
relative risk ranking within county and state, are displayed. The profile also displays the following 
hurricane risk information: 

0 Storm surge potential 
0 Distance to coast 
0 Elevation 
0 Terrain/Land use 
0 Intensity and nearest distance to historical storm track for nearest historical hurricanes 

In addition to strong winds and tides, storm surge can pose significant danger to life and property 
during hurricanes. Storm surge is caused by winds pushing water toward the shore. When combined 
with high tide, storm surge can cause an increase in the mean water level and so result in severe 
flooding and substantial property loss. The densely populated Atlantic and Gulf coastlines that lie less 
than ten feet above mean sea level are particularly vulnerable to storm surge. 

The AIRProfikp Hurricane Report indicates whether or not the property is at risk from storm surge. 
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Jurisdiction: Lodi 
Survey Date: 12/9/2009 

County: San Joaquin State: CA 

The AIRProtIep Earthquake Profile provides users with information about the earthquake risk 
potential for a specific location. Risk scores for 180-year, 258-year and average annuai iosses, as 
well as relative risk ranking within county and state, are displayed. The profile also displays the 
following risk information: 

The California Department of Insurance (DOI) zone 
Liquefaction potential 
Landslide zone 
Earthquake fault (Alquist-Priolo) zone 
Soil type 
Seismicity 
Fault information 
Historical earthquakes 

When seismic waves pass through water-saturated , loosely packed sandy soils, contact pressure 
between the individual grains is lost. The grains become more densely configured, causing pore 
pressure to increase. If drainage is inadequate, what was once solid ground now behaves as a 
dense fluid, incapable of supporting buildings. Structures that may have survived the effects of 
shaking can deform, tilt or sink. They may remain structurally intact, but have become unusable and 
unsalvageable. 

Liquefaction risk at a given site is represented by that site's potential to experience damage resulting 
from liquefaction. Liquefaction potential is a measure of a soil's susceptibility to liquefaction combined 
with a location's level of earthquake risk. AIR applies standard methodologies used by the Division of 
Mines and Geology (DMG), United States Geological Survey (USGS), to calculate liquefaction 
potential. The AlRProfilet@ Earthquake Profile describes a location's liquefaction potential by one of 
five levels: very high, high, moderate, low, or very low. 

The underlying soil type may have a determining effect on potential earthquake damage to 
structures. Certain types of soils, such as soft soils, are capable of amplifying seismic waves, hence 
causing more severe damage. Also, some types of soil, such as bay mud, sandy soil, and stiff to soft 
soil, are also more susceptible to liquefaction. Soil is classified according to its mechanical properties. 

The AIRProfi/er@ Earthquake Profile for a particular location uses ten soil type classifications: 

Hard rock 
Rock 
Very dense soil 
Stiff soil 
Soft soil 
Rock to very dense soil 
Very dense to stiff soil 
Stiff to soft soil 
Bay mud Water 
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Jurisdiction: Lodi 
Survey Date: 12/9/2009 

County: San Joaquin State: CA 

The data presented in AIRProfi/ep is developed by calculating MMI values for each location. It 
incorporates all potential seismic sources, the distance of those sources from the location of interest, 
and local site conditions. Because MMI is considered as a measure of what the ground is doing 
during an earthquake, rather than an index of damage to structures, damageability of building at the 
site is not included in the calculation. Those who are more interested in damage estimation should 
refer to 100- and 250-year loss levels. 

The MMI values are represented in two ways in the Earthquake Profile: 

0 

0 Intensity by Return Period 
Intensity by PE (probability of exceedance) 

The first representation, defined by probability of exceedance, is the probability that at least one 
event of that MMI will occur within 30 years. The second representation, based on return period, 
depicts the maximum intensity of an event that is likely to occur within the designated return period; 
that is, the intensity corresponds to the maximum event that is likely to occur within the return period 
displayed. 

Proximity to an active fault is an important indication of seismicity for a specific location. The 
AIRProfi/ep Earthquake Profile displays the property's distance to the nearest known active 
faults. Important characteristics of these faults are displayed, including fault length, and the 
magnitude and frequency of the "characteristic" event associated with that fault. (Scientists 
believe that many faults tend to produce earthquakes of a particular size, or magnitude, that 
is "characteristic" of that particular fault, and that occur with a particular frequency, or 
recurrence rate). 
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Jurisdiction: Lodi 
Survey Date: 12/9/2009 

County: San Joaquin State: CA 

A description of the listed hazards follows: 

A. Brush and Forest Fires: Areas with heavy vegetation and a dry season can be subject to 
forest and brush fires. Local building and zoning regulations address this hazard in some 
areas of the country. Buffer zones which are free from brush and other fuel sources, as well 
as the use of fire resistive exterior siding and roofing can be utilized to mitigate this hazard. 

B. Earthquake: Earthquakes are caused by a tension release from the earth’s tectonic plates 
that causes the ground to shake or vibrate. Most casualties associated with earthquakes are 
caused by structural failures in buildings and fires caused from electrical shorts and gas 
leaks. All of the model codes have seismic zones where buildings should be constructed to 
withstand at least a moderate earthquake. The codes are currently geared towards avoiding 
a structural collapse. This is a life safety issue and a building can still sustain enough 
physical damage to render it unusable after the earthquake occurs. Since 1900 earthquakes 
have occurred in 39 states and caused damage in all 50. 

C. Floods: Floods are one of the most common disasters in the United States, and cause 
damage to thousands of structures annually. Floodplain construction is addressed in most 
building codes and many zoning regulations. Flood mitigation is addressed through the 
National Flood Insurance Program which provides insurance credit incentives for complying 
with FEMA regulations. Flood as a hazard falls outside the scope of the BCEGS program. 

D. Hail: Consists of icy pellets of various sizes that are usually associated with thunderstorms 
or tomadic activity. Large hail can cause substantial damage to roof surfaces. In a typical 
year the insurance industry pays out $1.5 Billion in hail damage claims. In rare cases hail 
has caused structural damage and building collapses. Building codes usually do not address 
potential damage from hail. 

E. High Winds: High strait line winds can occur anywhere in the United States and are caused 
by pressure and temperature variances in the Earth’s atmosphere. High strait line winds are 
common in thunder storms, in the open plains were there are no obstructions to slow down 
the wind, in mountainous areas from upslope and downslope wind effects, on the East Coast 
from “Northeasters”, and on the Pacific Coast from Santa Anna winds. Model Code groups 
have formulated maps based on 50 year mean recurrence intervals. The model codes 
currently apply the concept of “fastest wind speed” which is determined by an anemometer 
33 ft. above the ground in open terrain. The anemometer measures the time it takes for one 
mile of air to pass its location. Wind maps are not based on potential maximum wind gust, 
but on “fastest wind speed,” which has created confusion in media coverage of storms. 

F. Hurricane: This is a tropical low pressure system with a circular wind rotation of 74 mph or 
greater usually accompanied by rain, lightning, and sometimes tornadoes. These storms 
have the ability to travel inland for hundreds of miles, maintaining hurricane force winds. 

G. The Safir-Simpson scale is used to rate the strength of a hurricane from 1 to 5 with 5 being 
the most severe. The Saffir-Simpson scale uses wind speed and storm surge to rate the 
hurricane’s strength and potential for devastation. Model codes have addressed the 
probability of hurricanes by creating wind zones that range from 1 10 mph on barrier islands to 
70mph inland. Structures must be designed and built to compensate for the potential 
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Jurisdiction: Lodi 
Survey Date: 12/9/2009 

County: San Joaquin State: CA 

collateral damages that occur in surrounding areas can be reduced. The wind provisions of 
the modei codes can heip to iimit damages from the most common, weaker tornadoes. 

0. Tsunamis: (tidal wave) These are large sea waves usually caused by earthquakes or 
volcanic eruptions, and are most common in the Pacific Ocean. The potential devastation of 
a Tsunami is enormous, but little is being done to mitigate this hazard. Several Pacific Coast 
States have enacted zoning regulations to prevent schools and hospitals from being built in 
low areas subject to tsunamis. 

P. Volcanoes: There are numerous dormant and active volcanoes in the Western United 
States, and the potential danger is catastrophic near these volcanoes. Collateral damage 
could occur for hundreds of miles. Building codes can do little to address this danger, but 
some areas require additional roof structure design to compensate for volcanic ash load. 
Zoning restrictions are a more viable means of mitigation. 
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Community Development
Building & Safety 

Overview



Role of the Building Department: Keep 
Lodi Safe

Enforce the minimum requirements of State 
mandated codes.

Work with the community to increase 
awareness and compliance.

Have Competent Staff



Role of the Building Department:
Enforcement of minimum requirements of the 
following state mandated codes:

Building Code
Fire Code
Electrical Code
Plumbing Code
Mechanical Code
Energy Code
Referenced Standards



Recent Natural Disasters
2010 Earthquake; Haiti: 233,000 deaths
2004 Earthquake and Tsunami; Southeast Asia: 
230,000 deaths
2010 Earthquake; Chile:  723 deaths (latest count)
2008 China 69,000 deaths & 2010:  617 deaths (last 
count)
Between 1975 and 1996, natural disasters worldwide 
cost 3 million lives and affected at least 800 million 
others. 



7.0 Magnitude Earthquake in Haiti

Haiti did not have a Building Code in effect.
Buildings Collapsed 
233,000 people perished.
Haiti had not had a severe earthquake in 200 years.



7.2 Magnitude Earthquake in Mexicali

Mexicali had a building code in effect for 
commercial. Not enforced for residential 
Majority of the structure losses, older commercial & 
residential.



8.8 Magnitude Earthquake in Chile

Chile had a building code in effect. 
Building was designed to maintain enough structural 
integrity for occupants to escape.
723 people perished (at last count)  



What About Lodi?
Lodi has not had a major seismic event in over 100 
years.

However, there have been 6 seismic events of 6.0 
magnitude or greater in the Lodi area in the past 175 
years.



We work with Tenants, Designers, Architects, and 
Engineers

We work for Building Owners and the Citizens of 
Lodi

We ensure their projects meet minimum State 
mandated codes which are designed to ensure public 
safety



The City of Lodi Building Department was 
evaluated by the Insurance Services Office 
(ISO) in December 2009

ISO Provides advisory insurance to 
underwriters and rating information for 
insurers



The ISO Provides

Building Code Effectiveness Grading 
Schedule Classification Number
The BCEGS program assigns each 
municipality in the country a BCEGS 
classification number of 1 (exemplary 
commitment to building-code enforcement) to 
10. 



A Community's Classification 
Number is Based on:

Administration of codes

Review of building plans

Field inspections



Administration of Codes
Building-code edition in use 
Modification of the codes 
Zoning provisions to mitigate natural hazards 
Training of code enforcers 
Certification of code enforcers 
Incentives for outside education/certification 
Building Officials' qualifications 
Contractor/builder licensing and bonding 
Public-awareness programs 
Participation in code-development activities and the 
appeal process 



Review of Building Plans:
Staffing levels 
Qualifications 
Level of detail of plan review 
Performance evaluations 
Review of plans for one- and two-family 
dwellings, multifamily dwellings, and 
commercial buildings 



Field inspections:
Staffing levels 
Qualifications 
Level of detail of inspections 
Performance evaluations 
Final inspections 
Issuance of Certificates of Occupancy 



Lodi Building & Safety Compares VERY Well
Commercial Permits

Section 1: Administration            
of Codes

Section 2: Plan Review
Section 3: Field Inspection



Lodi Building & Safety Compares 
EXTREMELY Well Residential Permits

Section 1: Administration            
of Codes

Section 2: Plan Review
Section 3: Field Inspection



Lodi Building & Safety Compare to 
Other Similar Communities:

The City of Lodi received a classification 
number of “3” for one- and two- family 
dwellings

The City of Lodi received a classification 
number of “3” for all other construction



Lodi Building & Safety Compare to 
Other Similar Communities:
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Comparison To Other Cities in the US
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Benefits Low BCEGS Grade
The prospect of reduced injuries and loss of life, 
reduced property losses, and reduced economic and 
social disruption caused by catastrophes 
The prospect of lower insurance rates on buildings 
constructed after the community improves its 
classification 
Pride and professionalism of the community 
building department to be the best it can be 
Good public policy 



This presentation demonstrates how the 
Building Department Keeps Lodi Safe

We enforce the minimum requirements of 
State mandated codes.

We work with the community to increase 
awareness and compliance.

We have Competent Staff




